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ABSTRACT 

A survey was conducted to obtain accurate information 
on graduate school enrollments between 1976 and 1977* Enrollment data 
were gathered from the membership of the Council of Graduate Schools 
in the United States, whichgrants 99 percent of the earned 
doctorates and 85 percent of the Haster's degrees. Of the 359 
graduate school members, 304 questionnaires were returned. Graduate 
school enrollment and full/part-time enrollment increased by less 
than 1 percent* A decline of 1.6 percent occurred for enrollment at 
the public master 1 s degree institutions. Total first-time enrollments 
in graduate schools, increased 1.1 percent, and the number of 
non-service graduate fellowships increased 1.7 percent. The increase 
in fellowships is a departure from recent trends. The largest growth 
occurred in the number of master's degrees awarded, and more > - 
specifically, at the public institutions. Consistent with past 
trends, the number of doctoral degrees continued to decline). (SW) 
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4 As a result of the difficulty or obtaining accurate information on graduate 
enrollments, and* particularly trends in enrollments , t'.he GRE Board a,nd the Coun- 
cil of Graduate Sdhopls began fiVe years ago to conduct an annual series of sur- 
vey^ of enrollment of the membership of the Council of Graduate Schools in the 
United States. The Council membership consists of some 359 graduate institutions 
who grant either the master's or doctorate as the highest degree. The members v 
of the Council grant 99% of the earned doctorates and 85% of the master's degrees 
awarded. " " 

This year's survey, lik£ those of previous" years ± is divided into 'two sections, 
the first of which was distributed in the early- fall of 1977 w;ith a request that 
results be returned no later than October 28, 1977 v .This report provides the 
results of the first questionnaire, mailing; - it is anticipated that the results of * 
the second questionnaire mailing will be available early in the spring of 1978. • 
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Sample Description ' 

Survey questionnaires were sent .to each of the 359 graduate .schools which are 
members of CGS . A total of 304 questionnaires were returned for an 85% response 
rate, an indication of the continued cooperation of member graduate schools. c 
Since the primary purpose of the questionnaire was to .develop comparative data 
betweerf 1976 and 1977, responses to questions were included in the analysis only 
when data were supplied for both years. Thus, the effective response rate per 
question will vary from a high of 85% for the overall sample to a low of 74% f<pr 
the question concerning applications. While this variability is probably- to be 
expected, ,and is smaller than that found in previous years due to an increased 
effort to have -0- entered where appropriate, it does make comparisons across 
some questions of restricted value. 



*For reference purposes, this report is also issued as ff CGS Communicator Special 
Report #13, December, 1977." < - . * 
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Total Institutions 
Public 

Private , 
Total 



Comparison of Usable Sample and Base Population 



Base 



Number . Percent 



242 ' 67%- 
117 33% 
359 . * 100E 



Usable Sample 



Number 
T 



■205 
\ 99 



Percent 



.67% 
33% 



304 



100% 



% '(sample of each 
population . • 
subgroup) 



85% 
85% 
85% 



Master's Highest 
Degree. 
-Public 
Private 
- Sub-total' 



. 82 
27" 
109- 



23% 
'Jl 
30% 



70 
25. 

95 ^ 



23% 
8% 
31% 



85% 
93% 
•87% 



Ph.D. Highest 
Degree ' 

Public 

Private 
Sub-total 



160 
90 
250 



45% 
25% 
70% 



.135 
74 
209 



45% 
24% 
69%. 



84% 
82% 
84% 



Continued care should be exercise^" in attempting to compare results of this 
year's survey with- published results, of last ye'arls survey insofar as 1976 data 
reported in. the current survey may differ from 19/6 data reported . last year for 
several reasons. F^rst , although ( the questionnaires and definitions remain un- ' 
"changed from iast year's survey 9 the actual number of institutions responding 
t. decreased by.2.4% and the specific Institutions responding inl977 were not always 
identical to. those responding in 1976. ' Second, some" - institutions^oted that the 
data for 1976 -which they were able to provide" for this year's survey were different 
• from," and "better than, \the 1976 data which they provided last year. Finally ,» there 
■\was .an 'Increase in . CGS membership (3.5 institutions \x 4%) and a decrease" both in 
the number .of respondents and in the response iJtfCS (85% this year as compared with , 
91% lasly.year) . ; Despite these limitations ', ^the^overall obtained sample (i.e.', 
those submitting usable questionnaires on time) is highly representative of the 
total CGS- population. • - , 1 

Comparisons of number and percentages of the available population and sample 
are shown above; it should be noted that "Master's Highest Degree" refers, through- 
out this -report, -only to those institutions for which 'the master's degree is, in 
fact, the highest degree. .awarded. Data for .these institutions do not reflect 
master's degrees offered, by institutions which also offer the doctorate. 



The percentages shown in the table on page 2--and in Tables 1 through 8 at 
the end of this report — show response rate based on the number of institutions 
in CGS: e.g., the 3*04 institutions providing responses to this survey represent 



'• - 'I 

• * ! : 85% of the GGS institutions and % -an 85% response rate is noted. Since the sample 
- " of institutions with usable data becomes less complete as the complexity of the 

questions or the difficulty of obtaining the data increases, the number of insti- 
• tutions providing usable data and the response rate that number repi^sents are " 

given -for each question in the data presentation. 

In addition* several users, of this report have expressed an interest In the 
proportion of total CGS graduate school enrollment which the responding institutions 
represent and these figures, while .approximate , are provided in a footnote to 
each' table. Based, upon the results of this year's survey, combined with additional 
* data from the Graduate Programs* and Admissions Manual , one may estimate the- 1976 
total graduate school enrollment for GGS members at approximately 830,000. « Using 
this estimate, it is then possible to report that the 304 institutions which • 
responded to this' year's survey represent an 85% respqnse r$ie (based on percentage 
of CGS institutions) and also accounted ,fpr approximately 83% of the 1976 total 
graduate enrollment at- CGS institutions. This latter figure is created by^taking 
the 1976 total enrollment reported this year (687,847) and dividing by 830,000. 
For subsequent questions, a similar computation has been carried but, removing 
from the 687,847 the reported total graduate enrollment of each institution which 
failed to provide a usable response to the question. j/ 

Results 

The results of the survey are displayed in Tables 1 through 8. The tables 
present the'number of respondents with usable data to each question (i.e., data 
for both years) and for all p<arts of the question) , the percentage that ^number 
represents of the total group or of- the subgroup, e.g., public, the totjal number 
*of students reported each year and the percentage change from 1976 to 1977.' All 
data are presented by public, private* and total. In addition, Tables 1 through 4 
/also present data for institutions classified by means of the Educational Directory, 
Part 3,. in terms of the. highest degree awafded. These categories are: Public- 
l^asjier's Highest; Private-Master's Highest; Public-Doctorat6 Highest; arid Private- 
■ Doctorate Highest: This additional breakdown was not applied to later questions 
' because it was not felt to be particularly important or because the differences 
were too small to* affect the overall results. ) 

- Finally, 'all data were summarized by size of the responding graduate school, 
although these summaries do not appear, in the tables presented. As with last - 
year's report, this? report bases size categories on quartile ranges by institu- 
tional type drawn from Part I of a prior survey. Thus, each size category— ranging • 
from 71" for the smallest institutions to "4" for the largest institutions—will 
contain approximately 25% of all institution^ of one type, facilitating meaningful p 
\ comparisons of institutions &f size. Size categories used in this report, by 
institutional, type, are shown on page 4;' results based on these size categories 
are noted in the following discussion, where appropriate. 
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Total Graduate School Enrollment for Size Categories, by Institutional Type 



(Each size category contains approximately 25% of all 



institutions of that institutional type) 



Public-Master 's 

.Highest Degree 

*• w 

Private-Has ter 's 
Highest Degree 

Publio-Ph.D. 
Highest Degree 

Private -Ph. D. 
Highes t ^ Degree 



(smallest) 
Category 1 

0-900 



0-250 



0-1200 



0-800 



Category 2 
901-1400 

250-600 

1201-2600 

801-1400 



Category 3 



1401-2500 



6,01-900 



2 601-4100 



1401-2 300 



(largest) 
Category 4 

over ^2500 



over 900 



over 4100* 



over 2300 



Disc 



ussxon 



Table 1 - Tot^l enrollment this year has had a small increase for the 
institutions reporting. In total, the increase was 1,439, a 0.2% increase 
above last year. The only decrease was at the public master's degree 
institutions where the decline was 1.6%. Viewed in terms of size categories, 
private master's institutions experienced a decline in all but category 4 
where there was a slight (2.6%) increase. Interestingly, at public Ph.D. 
institutions the only decline (5.5%) was in size 1. 

Table 2- Total first time enrollments have ^increased slightly (1.1*%). 
The largest gain (2. 7%) occurred in the public master's degree institutions. , 
The only decline (2.1%) was found in the private master's degree institutions. 
Although therp are no patterns when examining the size categories, the 
J private Ph. D/ institutions show *t}ie largest reduction (5.9%) in category , 3- 
with a similar increase in category 4 (5.1%) . 

Table 3 - Consistent with last yeax> the response rate for thisr question 
was the lowest of all i.tems (74%). By institutional type both* the. public MA 
and Private Ph. D. institutions declined by 0.4%. At the public Ph.D. insti- 
tutions the loss Wcjs Slightly larger (2.3%). Looking at the sizG categories 
with the exception"' of *the public Ph.D. institutions, the smallest 3 categories 
showed declines of about 5%. The only increase at *he public EJi.b. institutions 
occurred in" category 3. " 



Table 4 - The number y of graduate assistants (serv 
in all but -the public master's degree institutions w] 
(A. 3%). The largest increase (9.5%) also occurred ifci the 
tuftions. With 3 exceptions, all size categories increase 
institutions declined in all r sizes. The largest grow 
of th,e private master's degree institutions. 



rje<iuired) increased 
p^^prbpd a decrease 
ivate MA insti- 
Public MA 
ppears* in size 1 
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Table 5 - The^ number of graduatp fellows (non-service required) showed 
a small increase (1.7%) over last year. The'only decline occurred at" the 
private MA ins titutions where * the percentage decrease was large (41.2%)' 
but not very significant because the numbers of fellowships were small and 
the decreases primarily reflect dramatic (declines 'at only two schools. 

Table 6 - The table displays a breakdown of full- and part-time student 
enrollment for those institutions 'reporting! The report indicates increased 

, total enrollment ancl additional increase irv the number of part - time students 
(61%) at' all but the private MA institutions where a slight (1.0%) loss 
occurred. Both fuJ^l-time and part-time enrollments have increased but the 
part-time enrollment has increased more than full-time. By-size there is 
little variance over last year except in category 2 of the private master's 
degree institutions where we find a 7%-shift in full- and part-time enroll- 

/ment; full-time enrollment is- up, part-time enrollment is down. , 

• • .v / \ ■ * * ' ' • . ■ - 

Table 7 - The number of master-s degrees awarded, are up at all institu- 
tions with a total increase of 2.4%. The public MA institutions- made the 
best gains (7.5%). Looking at the- sizes, all of tfie laorger institutions 
experienced a slight to moderate increase. 



Table 8 - Consistent with prior years the final 'table shows a decline 
(3.0%) in the total number of doofct^al degrees awarded at both public (2.9%) 
ami private (3. 3%) institutions .T In all but size 3 of the public HuD. 
institutions where a moderate increase is noted (2.5%) there is a continued 
downward trend. 



Conclusions 



r Although the^first 'part of the CGS-GRE Board Survey of Graduate' School 
Enrollment c&d nottreceive the hoped for number of responses from participating 
institutions, the data that were generated proved quite valuable in ascertain- 
ing short-term trends in America graduate education. 



Slight change is perhaps tfie best description of the overall results of 
this year's survey. - Graduate >6chool enrollment and full/part-time enrollment 
increased by less than 1%. Larger . (1-2%) but, again, relative slight 
changes occurred with applications (-1.6%), first-time enrollments (+1.1%) 
and fellowships (+1. 7%) . It is important to note that the increase in 
fellowships* is 'a departure from recenf trends t The largest growth is seen 
in the number of ^aster^s degrees awarded, and more specif ically, at the 
public institutions. "^Consistent with past trends the number of doctoral 
degrees continues £o decline. 
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TABLE 1 





Total Graduate School* Enrollment by Type of Institution 


i •. 


Master's Highest 




(MXJL 


107£ 

Lift 


1 077 

1977 . 


% Change 

f 

i 


Public 


70 






un sin 


1,62 decrease 


Private 




; ; QV/ 

_-_ 


91 107 


01 01 £ 


0,92 increase 


Sub-Total 


95 . 




163,933 


161,826 


1.3? decrease 


Ph.D. Highest" \ ' 
Public 


, 'i 
- s IOC 

IJJ 


Of A 


V. 

^06 Qfio 


000 ££0 


0,7% increase 


' Private 






107 111 


107 700 


0.5% increase 


Sub-Total 




Oj/o 


COO Ai / 

, 523,914 


i it 

527,460 


* 

0,6% increase 


Total Institutions 










t 


Public ' , 


1 


QJ/o 




c/.n 170 


s 

0,1% increase 


Private 


99 


; ' 852 ; 


■148" f 238 


V 


0,6% increase 


Total 




' 80%*** 


687,847 


689,286' 


0,2% increase 



*For purposes of this survey, institutions were asked to include all students considered as registered in 
the , graduate. school, including- education, engineering,' social work, medical and business programs leading '* 
to MA/MS or Ph,D<, Ed, D., or other doctorates. 1 • 

• . * 

^Percentage figures fre the number of institutions responding to this question as a percentage of the number 
available in the total group. For example, 70 Public Master's Highest' Degree institutions responded out of 
a possible 82 such institutions' in the CGS membership for an 85% response rate for. that §roup of institutions 

***Based on the computations described under Sample Description on. page 3, the 304 institutions responding to 
this question represent 85% of the CGS institutions 'and accounted for approximately 83%. of the 1976 total 
student enrollment at, CGS institutions. » • .- t , '■ 



student enrollment at, CGS institutions. 
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TABLE 2 / 1 ' 
First-Time Graduate Enrollment by Type of Institution 



Number 



X 



1976 



1977 



I Change 



Master's' Highest 



Public 


63 


nt 


28,975 


29,769 


3,72 increase 


Private 
Sub-Total 


22 


m 1 


■'5,642 


5,526 


2.0% decrease 


85 


78% 


- 34,617 


1 35,295 


1.9% increase 


' Pft.D. Highest 


- 

9 










Public 






95,946 


1 96,487 


* 

0.67. increase 


Private 


JO 


78% I; 


34,992 


35.639 


1.8% increase 


Sub-Total 


199 


797.' 


130,938 


132,136 


0.9% increase 


. Total Institutions 






v 

< 124,921 






Public 


192 


797. 


,126,256 , 


111! increase 


Private- 


J2 




— 40,634 


41,165 


l'U5l increase 


. Total 

r 


284 


807.* 


'165,555 


167,421 


/ 1 1,1% increase 


\ . ' 













*Based on the computations described under Sample Description on page 3, the '284 institutions responding to 
this question represent 807. of thei'CGS institutions and)accounted for approximately 777. of the 1976 total 
student enrollment at C'GS institutions. f • / \ , • 
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TABLE 3 





; ' ' Number of Applications for Graduate Study 

\<v. ; ■ ■ •. r < ■ 




J . • 
• I % ' ['•'' 




Number 


7 


1976 i 


/ 1977 

i 


* ■ . ■ .* 

• X Change • ' 

, i < 


' '•' Master's' Highest '■' ' 
Public ■ 

I A UUAAv . 


61 


7/. 7 


61,388 , 


\ 

r - ' 

61 125 


" i " J ■ 
0 A?! flflp ran co 


Private v ' 


in 

18 


b//o 


' 9,304 


9 412 


increase 


, . ' ,; : ■ ' " '• i 

" ' 1 • Sub-Total : 


79 


72% 


70,692 v 


70 537 


v»a decrease 


'Ph.D. Highest 




i 






•*..'/ r ' , / 

! 

. ■ . 1 i ) 


Public 


118 , ' . 




A4 1 AAA 

314,882 




6ij/o decrease 


> Private 


LI 

67 




133,473 / 


132 914- 




Sub-Total 

. ./ ■' 


185 4 


'74% 


448,355 . ■ 


440 439 


' " V ; /.', '. ■ 

1«UA UcLicaoc, 


Total Institutions 










< 


' Public 


179 , ' 


• 747. 


: 376,270 


368,650 


1 2.0% decrease 


, Private 

< 


J5 


.21 


142,777 


142,326 


0.3% decrease 


Total 


264 \ 


74%* 


519,047 


510,976 


1,6^ decrease 



*Based on the computations described under Sample Description on -page 3 'the ; 264 institutions responding, 
to this question represent U% of the CGS institutions and accounted for approximately 71% of the 1976 
total student enrollment at CGS institutions. . , . . ■ ' 
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TABLE 4 



r 



Number of Graduate Assistants (Service Required) 











; 

r 










1976 


i 1977 


% Chanee 


Master s Higne8.t 








> 




,'' ' ffolic' : • , 


• • 66 

t. 




5,703 - 

» 


'5,572 , 


2.37. decrease 


), Private " 


25 


■ ' 937, . 

r 


484 


^30 . 


8.7% increase 

> 

i 


' Sub-Total 


■ '91 


6,187 -v. 


,6,102 


1 1.4% decrease. 

\ ■ ■ 


\ Ph.D. Highest 




v • 

• ✓ 






* 

X 

: \ V 


V J 

K Public > . 

V 


127 


797, 


'83,274 ■ 


85,734 


2.97, increase 


Private ' 


67 


747. 


' 17,608' 


18,082 


2.67, Increase 


U ' '■' 

Sub-Total 
Total Institutions v - 


194 


.787 


100,882 

\ 

>\ 


103,746 

» 


2. 87, in dr ease 


rUDilC 


Lj J 


807 


88.977, 


91,306 


2. 6% increase 


Private' 


t 

, 92 


797 


18,092 


18,542 *. 


2.47 increase 


. Total 

\ 


285". 


■ f ■ 
. '7 


107,069 ' 


109,848 
V 


" > 2,-5% increase 

■ ■) 



. *Based on the computations described under Sample Description on page 3, the ^85 institutions responding 

to this question represent 807 of the CCS institutions and accounted for approximately 767 of the 
' 1976. total student enrollment at .CGS institutions. ' ■ 
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TABLE 5 



Public. 
Private 
Total 



Number of Graduate bellows (Nonservlce Required) 



Number r ' 


I • 


1976 


1977 ., 


. \ I Change 


183 ■ 


76% ' 


i ■ 

13,732 • 


.;, 13,834 


0. 7 increase 


88 




11,722 ' 


12,050 , 


, ' 2.7 increase 


^ 271 


762* * 


25,45V , 


, ;25,884 : 


1.7 increase 



" Number' 
Public 192 
Private 95 
Total 287 



l> ■' , TABLE 6 ' 

Full-time - Part-time** Total Enrollment 
1976 . , ' ' 



1977 



% 



X 



m 

81/./ 



Full-time Part-time Full-time* 

Number %' dumber I ' Number. ■ 

.194,219 39% 30 7", 447 61% , .193,531 ' 

60,565 437, ' 80,484 57 % . ' ' 59 , 875 " 



' Part-time 



80%*** • 254,784 40% '387,931 60% ' 253,406 



I dumber. ■' % ' 

38% 311,638 ' , 62 % - \ 

42% 82,489 58% 7 ■ 

39% 394; 12 ; 7 -;!61l"'' 



I 

H 

O 
I 



y ' 



> 



*Based on the computations described under Sample Description on page 3, the.271,institutions responding to 
this question represent 76% of tte CGS institutions and accounted for approximately '72% of the 1976 total 
student enrollment at CGS institutions. ;' ■ * 

■ r . , . . . ! i) 

**Institutions were directed to apply their own institutional definitions to "part-time" and", 11 full-time." 

***Based on the computations described under Sample Description on page 3, the 287 institutions responding to' 
this question represent 80% of the CGS institutions and accounted for approximately 7.8% of . the 1976 total 
student enrollment at CGS institutions, '• 1 * 
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i STABLE 7 



(I 


• 

i 


1 

Number jof Master's Degrees 


1 


r 

ft ■ * ■ t 

- 


1 


Number . 




1975*6 • 


1976-77 ' 

•1 . 


'4 Change 


Public 


/• 205 . 

* 


• • «» . " 

, Mi ' 


128,d50 




|2, 11'. increase 


Private 


.-» J 


' 34,038 




• ; Gf.9% increase , 


Total 


: '303 ■ • ' 

; 


< 852* 


162,088 # ' 


166,010/: 


, 2,3% increase, v 
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^Based on the computations described, under Sample Descri$$|p on page' 3, the 303i institutions responding to 
this question-represent' B5% of the CGS institutions and Recounted for approximately 82% of the 1976 total 
student enrollment 'at CGS institutions, . **: 



1 

1 ' 


\ 


'! > •* 
■TABLE 8 

Number of Ph.D.. Degrees 




r * 

K • 


i \ 

1 


Number 
, ,* 


•V I 1 1975-76 


1976-77 ' ' 

« 


% Change, 


Public 


136 


" 857, ,' 16,625 


16,143 . 


" 2. 'W decrease , 


Private, ' 7 "'. 


t 

i 

JL 


[ 81Z ' ' 6,915 


c 

6,690 , 


3-. 21 decrease 


" Total 


209 \ 


\kV { ' 23,540 ; 


22,833 ; 


< ■ 

3.0% decrease > 




v.- 


■ 5 • 1 







*Based on the computations described under Sample Description on page 3, the 209 institutions responding -to 
this question represent 84" of the CGS doctoral institutions, ' • !: , . 



